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1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this 
application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37. CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
November 01, 2006 has been entered. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or 
described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country, before the 
invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made; 
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3. Claims 1-9, 12-14 and 16-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Baker, Rule et al. and 
applicant's admitted prior art. 

The Baker reference (Fig. 7) discloses a cleaning system 
comprising: . a pump system including a suction inlet 92,98 and an 
outlet 96; a pool 90 including two ends and a bottom 
(illustrated), and a suction return 91; a connection (between 91 
and 92); two rotatable (col. 4 Ins. 16-25) cleaning heads 
129,134; and alternate delivery means 103. Re claims 18 and 19, 
the choice of number of cleaning heads would appear an obvious 
choice to be made depending upon the size and shape of the pool. 
Therefore, Baker teaches all claimed elements except for a 
specified 180 deg. arc cleaning head. 

Although the cleaning heads of the Baker pool system do not 
include a specified 180 deg. arc, as claimed, attention is 
directed to the Rule et al. (Rule) reference which discloses an 
analogous pool system which further includes cleaning heads 20 
having a specified 180 deg. arc (col. 2 lhs . 58-65). Therefore, 
in consideration of Rule, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the pool system art to associate a specified 
180 deg. arc with the Baker cleaning heads in order to 
efficiently direct debris toward a drain. Re claim 13, an 
indexing cleaning head capable of being limited to a 180 deg. . 
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arc is well known in the indexing nozzle art as acknowledged by 
applicant as admitted prior art (apa) at page 8 of the instant 
specification. It would have been obvious to choose 
such a cleaning head when implementing the teachings of Baker 
and Rule. 

Applicant argues at pages 10-12 of the response filed 
November 01, 2006 the disclosure at lines 49-52 of column 10 in 
Baker describes a rotation scheme as illustrated at page 11 of 
the response. The examiner can not agree as such a strained 
interpretation would be inconsistent with the entire Baker 
disclosure. Indeed, Baker teaches a pool cleaning system where 
rotating nozzles positioned on swimming pool surfaces are 
successively and intermittently maintained at different fixed 
angular directions to sweep and agitate dirt on the surfaces. 
See lines 16-60 in column 4, for example, of Baker. Applicant's 
argued interpretation would be inconsistent with the Baker 
disclosure in this regard and therefore can not support 
patentability of the rejected claims in the manner set forth in 
the response. 

4. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Baker, Rule and apa as applied to claim 14 
above, and further in view of Kenna et al. 
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Although the alternate delivery means of the Baker pool 
system does not include a programmable control, as claimed, 
attention is directed to the Kenna et al. (Kenna). reference 
which discloses an analogous pool system which further includes 
alternate delivery means 86 having a programmable control 104. 
Therefore, in consideration of Kenna, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the pool system art to associate, a 
programmable control. with the Baker means in order to facilitate 
pool cleaning. 

Applicant failed to address this rejection in the response. 
5. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Baker, Rule and apa as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Handzel. 

Although the swimming pool of the Baker cleaning system 
does not include a return inlet and flow ceasing means, as 
claimed, attention is directed to the Handzel reference which 
discloses an analogous cleaning system which further includes a 
swimming pool 10 having a return inlet 50 and flow ceasing 
means 44. Therefore-, in consideration of Handzel, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the cleaning system art 
to associate a return inlet and flow ceasing means with the 
Baker swimming pool in order to enable proper, pressure to 
operate the cleaning system. 
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6. Applicant is referred to MPEP 714.02 and 608.01 (o) in 
responding to this Office action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be 
directed to Robert M. Fetsuga at telephone number 571/272-4886 
who can be most easily reached Monday through Thursday. The 
Office central fax number is 571/273-8300. 




Robert M. Fetsuga 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3751 



